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(THE COMMISSION CONVENED AT 1605 HOURS.) 
GENERAL ERNST RODE, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows; 
BY THE COMMISSIONER: 
Q What is your full name? 
A Ernst Rode. 
Q Raise your right hand and repeat the following oath after me: 
I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, that I will speak the pure 
truth and will withhold and add nothing. 
(The witness repeated the oath.) 
THE COMMISSIONER: You may sit down. Now, Dr. Pelckmann, I would first 
like to ask concerning this witness's affidavit. Have you a copy of the affidavit? 
DR. PELCKMANN: I have only the one copy for myself. 
THE COMMISSIONER: I believe there should be a prosecution copy. 
MR. MORRECCO: I have a copy,sir. 
THE COMMISSIONER: Was this affidavit submitted by the Prosecution in 
the case against the General Staff or the SS? That is what I want to know, 
DR. PELCKMANN: Against the OKW (General Staff.) - 


WR. MORRECCO: That is a surprise to me, Sir. I thought it was submitted 


against the SS. 
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DR. PELCKMANN: What is in the affidavit, of course, is also supposed 
to be part of the Indictment against the SS, as far as the prosecution is concerned, 

THE COMMISSIONER: Does it say much about the SS or is it generally con- 
cerning the General Staff? 

MR. MORRECCO: It deals with anti-partisan warfare and recruiting troops 
for that kind of warfare. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Dr. Pelckmann, will you wait one minute while I read 
through this affidavit? 

(Dr. Pelckmann hands the Commissioner an additional document.) 

THE COMMISSIONER: Was this also submitted in the case against the 
General Staff, this affidavit No. 18? 

DR. PELCKMANN: I believe so, 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, Dr. Pelckmann, you may cross-examine the witness 
on both of these affidavits in so far as they describe wikcentunias the Waffen-SS 
or the SS as a whole are charged, but you are quite clear that cross-examination 
mst be limited to the subject matter of these two affidavits, No. 17 and No. 18, 
in so far as they concem the SS. Proceed. 

GROSS~EXAMI NATION 

BY DR. PELCKMANN: 

Q Witness, did you make the two affidavits, No. 562 and No. 563, of the 30th 
of November 1945? 

A Yes, I gave them to Captain Rapp. 

Q Did you receive information concerning one of the points in one of the 
affidavits on anti-partisan warfare through your position and your activity? 

A I concerned myself in this case. The point asked me by Captain Rapp con- 


cerned the so-called Einsatz Groups or Combat Groups of the Sipo (Security Police) 


in the East. 
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Q Were you not also asked concerning anti-partisan warfare? 

A There were no clean-cut special points concerning the partisan warfare, 
What I gave was my impression according to the material which was placed before 
me by Captain Rapp concerning the activities of the Einsatz or Combat Groups and 
I make this statement retroactive. 

Q Is it correct that the anti-partisan warfare in 1941 and 1942 concerned 
itself essentially to the fighting of various Russian units that were caught 
behind the German lines? 

A Yes, 

Q Is it correct that this fighting got more severe as the time went by 
Since the Russians had perfected a new method of fighting in the meantime? 

A Yes. According to reports we received, the Russians were superior to 
us in this partisan warfare. 

Q Did the Police Units carry the larger part of the burden of these combats 
in the operations area of the Army? 

A It is very hard to say this exactly. The operations area in which these 
Police Units were active went from the front lines back to the eastern border of 
the civil administrative occupied territories. They were under the command of the 
Commanders-in-Chief of the Army Groups. In other words they were taken out of the 
authority of the Reichsfuehrer-SS. 

Q Was the SS not in action, with the exception of a short use of a cavalry 
brigade, in the fall of 1941? : 

A The SS was not used in the anti-partisan warfare and’ the brigades that 
had been proposed for usage there had to be sent to the front. That is with 


One mx exception, a cavalry brigade, either in the Fall of 1941 or the Spring 


of 1942. 
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Q Is there any clear distinction between the activity of the Einsatz Groups 
of the SD and Security Police and of the Anti-Partisan actions? 

A Yes, there is a very clear distinction between Anti-Partisan actions 
and the actions of the Einsatz Groups of the SD and the Security Police which 
cannot be regarded as anti=partisan warfare, 

Q When you received the orders concerning the Anti-Partisan Warfare did you 
at any time feel or receive the impression when you read them, that this action 
had as its purpose the extermination of parts of the population? 

A Not the partisan warfare. 

9 I asked you about the knowledge you had at that time. 

A By that I meant the activities of the Einsatz Groups or the Security Police. 

Q I amnot asking you now in connection with the affidavit. Remember that. 
I am not relying on the affidavit at this time. I ask you, did you at that time 
when you received the orders concerning the Anti-Partisan actions, have the 
impression that the real purpose behind them was the extermination of parts of 
the population. Answer yes or no. 

A Noe 

Q Did you, before the Russian Campaign or afterwards, hear Himmler or any 
other person say that the purpose of the partisan actions was to reduce the 
Slavish population by 30 million? 

A No. 

Q Did you notice during the interrogation by American officers, which re- 
sulted in the affidavits of the 30th of November 1945, that these interrogating 


officers did not have a clear knowledge of the difference between the action of 


the anti-partisan units and the action and activities of the Einsatz Groups? 
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A Iwas of the impression that in the beginning these officers were not 
quite clear, When I was first interrogated by Captain Rapp I showed him a 
sketch concerning the anti-partisan units and showed him the difference between 


what we considered anti=-partisan warfare and what he had considered as such. 


Thereupon I thought that he was quite clear about these points. 








ae 0 


Mee han 
25 July 
Rode. 

Q At that time were you still active and did you have any exact 
knowledge of the actions of the Ei nsategruppen? 

A Wo, I did not have any exact knowledge concerning their actions, 

I only knew that they were under the authori ty of the army groups. 

@ Did you officially have anything to do with the Einsatsgruppen? 

A Wo, 

Q During your interrogation, did the interrogating officer explain 
to you the activities of the Binsatseruppen? 

A The presiding officer, Captain Rapp, explained to me according to 
documents he hat in front of him what the Einsatesgruppen had done, 

Q You do not hear very well? 

A I hear very badly. 

Q Did you find out for the first time that large numbers of the 
population and Jews were kipled by these groups and were the numbers given 
you by the interrogator? 

A Yes, I heard of this for the first time on November 30th, 

Q How did you come to the conclusion in one of the affidavits, which 
states that you believed that the purpose behind these einsatsgruppens was 
to exterminate parts of the population and Jews? 

A Captain Rapp showed the documents concerning the einsatsgruppes 
ns ae by Brigade Fuehrer SS Stahlecker, Enclosed with these documents 
was also a map of the entire area of the army group, north all the way up 
to Plaskov. In the same connection, there was a photo copy, which came 
from the RSHA and on this map in a rather tasteless way was drawn a number 


of coffine with the numbers behind them and these numbers were supposed to 


be the number of liquidated Jews in those towns. When we added these numbers 
up they totalled up to 187,000. The second document before me was the 


; 
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statement by the former General of the Police, Von den Bach, stating that 

he was a witness to an alleged speech by the Reichsfuehrer 55 Himmler at 
Wefelsberg and Himmler was supposed to have said - and this I found out 
during this time - that there were twenty five million too many Slavs, 

COLONEL NHAVE: I don't follow the line of your Jemnination, 

Dr. Pelckmann, Ee. ey, answers to your questions, 

DR. PELCKMANN; I want to find out the basis for the impressions 
which the witness had on November 30th. He stated today that it was clear 
that the goal was to destroy Jewish people and Slavs. I want to show that 
he was shown documents concerning the Einsatsgruppen and that in his affi- 
davit he wrongfully talked about the anti-partisan warfare. 

THE WITNESS: I want to say that during the sa hereedabite. Captain 
Rapp continuously talked of the actions of the Hinsatsgrupven as the anti- 
partisan actions and as time waat by I possibly used the same term, however, 
I should have said that this particular action of the anti-partisan warfare 
I considered to be the purpose of destroying Jews and Slavs, 

BY DR. PECLKMANN:s 

Q Do you know, for instance, if the report of Stahlecker concerned 
iteelf with the activities of the Einsatsgruppen or with partisan war-fare. 

A Stahlecker was the commandant of the Binsatsgruppen north and he 
must have lead the Einsatsgruppen north. He was not in any way suited for 
anti-partisan war-fare,. 

Q I want to ask you now, today, after hearing of these mistakes, would 
you still say what you said in your affidavit, that you believe the purpose 


of this anti-partiean warfare was the systematic extermination of Slavs and 


Jews? 
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A I would make the difference between the actions of the securi ty 
police detachments, with which I never concerned myself and the actions 
of the anti-partisan units, which fought a war with actions just like any 
other war, which is armed men against armed men, I want to state that 
the words anti-partisan war fare in the document of November 30, 1945 was 
used wrong both by Captain Rapp and myself, 

COLONEL NEAVE; Dr. Pelckmann, is that your last question. 

DR, PELCKMANN;: Yes, 

COLONEL NEAVE: Is there any cross-examination? 

MR. MORRECCO; No, : 

DR. PELCKMANN; If the prosecution has no question, I will not 
question the witness anymore, but if the prosecution does question the 
witness, then I would like to ask a few more questions, 

COLONEL NEAVE; Apparently the prosecution has no questions, so 
the witness is excused, 

We will adjourn, 
(THE COMMISSION ADJOURNED AT 1700 HOURS, ) 
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WAFFEN<88 
(THE COMMIGSION CONVENED AT 1605 HOURS.) 


GENGRAL ERNST RODE, a witness, took the stand and testified as 
follows: 

BY THE COMMISSIONER, 

Q What is your full name? 

A ‘Ernst Rode. 

Q Raise your right hand and repeat the following oath after mes 

{ swear by God, the Almighty and Omiscient, that I will speak 
the pure truth and will withhold and add nothing. 

(The witness repeated the oath.) 

THE COMMISSIOWERs; You may sit dow, Now, Dr. Pelckmann, I would 
first like to ask concerning this witness's affidavit. Have you a 
copy of the affidavit? 

DR. PELCOKMANN, I have only the one copy for myself, 

TH COMMISSIONER: I believe there should be a prosecution COpy 

MR. MORRECCO; I have a copy, sir. 


THE COMMISSIOMER: Was this affidavit submitted by the Prosecution 
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in the case against the General Staff or the 8S? That is what I want 


ie 


to knows 

DR. PELCKMANN; Against the OKW (General Staff.) 

WR. MORRECCO: That is a surprise to me, Sir. 1 thought it was 
sumitted against the 556« 

DR. PELCKMANN; What is in the affidavit, of course, is also sup- 
posed to be part of the Indictment against the 55, as far as the 
prosecution is concerned. 

Tuk COMMISSIONER: Does'it say much about the 85 or is it generally 
concerning the General Staff? 

MR. MORRECCO; It deals with anti-partisan warfare and recruiting 
troops for that kind of warfare. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Dr. Pelckmam, will you wait one minute while 
I read through this affidavit? 

(Dr. Pelckmann hands the Commissioner an additional document.) 

THE COMMISSIONER: Was this also submitted in the case against 
#hne General Staff, this affidavit No. 187 

DR. PELCKMANN:; I believe 80-6 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, Dr. Pelokmann, you may cross-exanine 
the witness on both of those affidavits in so far as they describe 
matters with which the Waffen-SS or the 55 as a whole are charged, but 
you are quite clear that cross-examination must be limited to the 
subject matter of these two affidavits, No, 17 and No. 18, in so far 
as they concern the 55. Proceed, 

GCROSS@BXANINATION 
BY DR. PELCKMANNs 


Q Witness, did you make the two affidavits, No. 562 and No, 563, 


of the 30th November 19457 
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A Yes, I gave them to Captain Rapp. 

@ Did you receive information conserning one of the points in 
one of the affidavits on anti-partisan warfare through your position 
and your activity? 

4 I concerned myself in this case, The point asked me by 
Captain Rapp concerned the so-called Binsatz Groups or Combat Groups 
of the Sipo (Security Police) in the East. 

Q Were you not also asked concerning antiepartisan warfare? 

A There were no clean-cut special points concerning the partisan 
warfare. What 1 gave was my impression according to the material which 
was placed before me by Captain Rapp concerning the activities of the 
Binsatz or Combat Groups and I make this statement retroactive. 

Q is it correct that the anti-partisan warfare in 1941 and 1942 
concerned itself essentially to the fighting of various Russian units 
that were caught behind the German lines? 

A Yes. | 

Q Is it correct that this fighting got more severe as the time 
went by since the Russians had perfected a new method of fighting in 
the meantime? 

A Yes. According to reports we received, the Russians were 
superior to us in this partisan warfare. 


A Did the Police Units carry the larger part of the burden of 


these combats in the operations area of the Arny? 
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A it is very hard to say this exactly. The operations area 
in which these Police Units were active went from the front lines 
back to the eastern border of the civil administrative occupied 
territories. They were under the command of the Commanders~in-Chief 
of the Army Groups. In other words they were talen out of the 
authority of the Reichsfuchrer-838. 

Q Was the 55 not in action, with the exception of a short use 
of a cavalry brigade, in the fall of 19417 

A The 5S was not used in the anti-partisan werfare and the 
brigades that had been proposed for usage there had to be sent to 
the front. That is with one exception, a cavalry brigade, cither 
in the Fall of 1941 or the Spring of 1942, 

Q Is there any clear distinction between the activity of the 
Hinsatz Groups of the SD and Security Police and of the Anti-Partisan 
actions? 

A Yes, there is a very clear distinction between Anti-Partisan 
ections and the actions of the Einsatz Groups of the SD and the 
Security Police which cannot be regarded as anti-~partisan warfare, 

Q When you received the orders concerning the Anti-Partisan 
Warfare did you at any time feel or receive the impression when you 
read them, that this action had as its purpose the extermination of 
parts of the population? 

A Wot the partisan warfare. 

Q i asked you about the knowledge you had at that time, 


& By that I meant the activities of the Binsats Groups oF the 


Security Police. 








MT 


-5= 


Q I am not asking you now in connection with the affidavit. 
Remember that. I am not relying on the affidavit at this time. I 
ask you, did you at that time when you received the orders concerning 
the Anti-Partisan actions, have the impression that the real purpose 
behind them was the extermination of parts of the population, 

Answer yes or no. 

Ae Noe 

Q Did you, before the Russian Campaign or afterwards, hear 
Himmler or any other person say that the purpose of the partisan actions 
was to reduce the Slavish population by 30 million? 

A Ho, 

Q Did you notice during the interrogation by American orficers, 
which resulted in the affidavits of the 30th of November 1945, that 
these interrogating officers did not have a clear knowledge of the 
difference between the action of the anti-partisan units and the action 
and activities of the Binsatz Groups? 

& I was of the impression that in the beginning these officers were 
not quite clear, When I was first interrogated by Captain Rapp I showed 
him a sketch concerning the anti-partisan wits and showed him the differ- 
ence between what we considered anti-partisan warfare and what he had 


considered as such. Thereupon I thought that he was quite clear about 


these points. 
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Q At that time were you still active and did you have any exact 
knowledge of the actions of the Einsatsgruppen? 

A Wo, I did not have any exact knowledge concerning their actions, 

T only knew that they were under the authority of the army froupse 

Q Did you officially have anything to do with the Einsatzcruppen? 

A Nos 

Q During your interrogation, did the interrogating officer explain 
to you the activities of the Einsatzgruppen? 

A The presiding officer, Captain Rapp, explained to me according to 
documents he had in front of him what the Einsatsgruppen had done. 

Q You do not hear very well? 

A I hear very badly. 

Q Did you find out for the first time that large numbers of the 
population and Jews were killed by these groups and were the numbers civen 
you by the interrogator? 

A Yes, I heard of this for the first time of November 50th, 

Q How did you come to the conclusion in one of the affidavits, which 
states that you believed that the purpose behind these einsatszruppens was 
to exterminate parts of the population and Jews? 

A Captain Rapp showed the documents concerning the einsatsgruppen 
and one was by Brigade Fuehrer SS Stahlecker, Enclosed with these @ocuments 
was also a map of the entire area of the army group, north all the way up 


to Plaskev. In the same connection, there was a photo copy, which came 


from the RSHA and on this map in a rather tasteless way was dram a number 
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of coffins with the numbers behind them and these mubers were supposed to 
be the number of liquidated Jews in those tows, When we added these 
numbers up they totalled up to 187,000. The second document before ms 
was the statement by the former General of the Police » Von den Bach, 
stating that he was a witness to en alleged speech by the Reichsfuehrer 
5S Himmler at Wefelsberg and Himmler was supposed to have saidewjand this 

i found out during this time-«that there were twenty five million too 
many Slavs, 

COLONEL NHAVE, I don't follow the line of your examination, 

Dre Pelokmann, There should be only answers to your questions, 

DRe PELCKMANN; I want to find out the basis for the impressions 
which the witaess had on November S0th. He stated today that it was clear 
that the goal was to destroy Jewish people and Slavs. I want to show that 
he was shown documents concerning the Einsatsgruppen and that in his affie 
davit he wrongfully taked about the anti-partisan warfare. 

THE WITHESS: I want to Say that during the interrogation, Captain 
Rapp continuously talked of the actions of the Rinsatsgruppen as the antie 
partisan actions and as time went by I possibly used the same term, however, 
I should have said that this particular action of the antiepartisan warfare 
I considered to be the purpose of destroying Jews and Slavs, 

BY DR. PELCKMANN g 

& Do you know, for instance, if the report of Stahlecker concerned 
itself with the activities of the Einsatsgruppen or with partisan werfare,. 

& Stehlecker was the commandant of the Einsatsgruppen north and he 
must have led the Einsatsgruppen north. He was not in any way suited for 


antiepartisan warfare. 
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2 i want to ask you now, today, after hearing of these mistakes, 
would you still say what you said in your affidavit, that you believe 
the purpose of this anti-partisan warfare was the systematic extermination 
of Slavs and Jews? 

A I w6uld make the difference between the actions of the security 
police detachments, with which I never concerned myself and the actions 
of the anti-partisan units, which fought a war with actions just like any 
other war, which is armed men against armed men, I want to state that 
the words anti-partisan warfare in the document of November 50, 1945 was 
used wrong both by Captain Rapp and myself. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Dre Pelckmann, is that your last question 

DR. PELCKMANN, Yos, 

COLONEL NEAVEs: Is there any cross-examination? 

MR. MORRECCOs No, 

DR. PELCKMANNs If the prosecution has no question, I will not 
question the witness anymore, but if the prosecution does question the 
witness, then I would like to ask a few more question. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Apparently the prosecution has no questions, so 
the witness is excused, 


We will adjourn. 


(THE COMMISSION ADJOURNED AT 1700 HOURS.) 
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(THE COMMISSION CONVENED AT 1605 HOURS.) 


GENERAL ERNST RODE, a witness, took the stand and testified as 
follows: 

BY THY COMMISSION, 

Q What is your full name? 

A Ernst Rode. 

Q Raise your right hand and repeat the following oath after mo; 

I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, that i will speak 
the pure truth and will withhold and add nothing, 

(The witmess repeated the cath.) 

THE COMMISSIONER, You may sis; down, Now, Dr. Pelelmam, I would 
first like to ask concerning this witness's affidavit. Have you a 
copy of the affidavit? 

DR. PELORMANN; I have only the one copy for myself. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I believe there should be a prosecution copy. 


MR. MORRBCCO; I have a copy, sir. 


TEE COMMIGSIONERs Was this affidavit submitted by the Prosecutian 
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in the case against the General Staff or the 85? That is what / want 
to no. 

DR. PBLOKMANN; Against the OKW (General Staff.) 

WR. MORRECCO: That is a surprise to me, Sir, i thought it was 
sumitted against the 556 

DR. PELCEMANN: What ‘s in the affidavit, of course,’ is also sup- 
posed to be part of the Indictment against the 35, as far as the 
prosecution is concerned. 

TUL COMMISSIONER: Does it say much about the 55 or is it generally 
concerning the General Staff? 

MR. MORREOGO,; It deals with anti-partisan warfare and recruiting 
troops for that kind of warfare. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Dr. Pelekmamn, will you wait one minute while 
I read through this affidavit? 

(Dre Pelokmann hands the Commissioner an additional docunent.) 

THE COMMISSIONER: Was this also submitted in the case against 
the General Staff, this affidavit No. 18? 

DR. PELCKMANN, I believe 80. 

THE COMMISSIONER, Well, Dre Pelokmann, you may cross-examine 
the witness on both of th se affidavits in so far as they deseribe 
matters with which the Waffen-Si or the 55 as a whole are charged, but 
you are quite clear that cross-exanination must be limited to the 
subject matter of these two affidavits, No. 17 and lo. 18, in so far 
ag they concern the 85, Proceed. 

CROSSeBXANI NATION 
BY DR. PRLCKMANNs 


Q Witmess, did you make the two affidavits, No. 562 and No. 565, 


of the 30th November 19457 
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A Yes, I gave them to Captain Rapp. 

Q Did you receive information concerning one of the points in 
one of the affidavits on antiepartisan warfare through your position 
and your activity? 

A I concerned myself in this case. The point asked me by 
Captain Rapp concerned the so-called Binsatz Groups or Combat Groups 
of the Sipo (Security Police) in the Bast. 

G Were you not also asked concerning anti-partisan warfare? 

A There were no clean-cut special points concerning the partisan 
warfare. What I gave was my impression according to the material which 
was placed before me by Captain Rapp congerning the activities of the 
Sinsets or Combat Groups and I make this statement retroactive. 

Q Is it correct that the anti-partisan warfare in 194) and 1942 
coneerned itself essentially to the fighting of various Russian wits 
that were caught behind the German lines? 

& Yete 

@ Is it correct that this fighting got more severe as the time 
went by since the Russians had perfected a new method of fighting in 
_ the meantime? : 

A Yese According to reports we received, the Russians were 
superior to us in this partisan warfare. 


A Did the Police Units carry the larger part of the burden of 
these cambats in the operations area of the Army? 
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& It is very hard to say this exactly, The operations area 
in which these Police Units were active went from the front lines 
back to the eastern border of the civil administrative occupied 
territories. They were under the command of the Commanders-in-Chief 
of the Army Groups. In other words they were taken out of the 
authority of the Reichsfuehrer-35. 

Q Was the 83 not in action, with the exeeption of a short use 
of a cavalry brigade, in the fall of 19417 

& The 3S wes not used in the anti-partisan warfare and the 
brigades that had been proposed for usage there had to be sent to 
the front. That is with one exception, a cavalry brigade, either 
in the Pall of 1941 or the Spring of 1942. 

Q dis there any clear distinction between the activity of the 
Einsatz Groups of the SD and Security Police and of the Anti-Partisan 
actions? 

A Yes, there is a very clear distinction between Anti-Partisan 
actions and the actions of the Einsats Groups of the SD and the 
Security Police which cannot be regarded as anti«partisan warfare, 

Q When you reecived the orders concerning the Anti-Partisan 
Warfare did you at any time feel or receive the impression when you 
read them, that this action had as its purpose the extermination of 
parts of the population? 

A Hot the partisan warfare. 

Q i asked you about the knowledge you had at that time. 


A By that If meant the activities cf the Binsats Groups of the 


Security Police. 
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Q Tf am not asking you now in connection with the affidavit. 
Remember that. I an not relying on the affidavit at this time, I 
ask you, did you at that time when you received the orders concerning 
the Anti-Partisan actions, have the impression that the real purpose 
behind them was the extermination of parts of the population, 

Answer yes or 20. 

Ae Woe 

Q Did you, before the Russian Campaign or afterwards, hear 
Himmler or amy other person say that the purpose of the partisan actions 
was te reduce the Slavish population by 80 million? 

A No. 

& Did you notice during the interrogation by American officers, 
which resulted in the affidavits of the 30th of November 1945, that 
these interrogating officers did not have a clear knowledge of the 
difference between the action of the anti-partisan units and the action 
and activities of the Finsatz Groups? 

& I was of the impression that in the beginning these officers were 
not quite clear. When I was first interrogated by Captain Rapp I showed 
him a sketeh concerning the anti-partisan wits and showed him the differ- 
ence between what we considered enti-partisan warfare and what he had 


considered as such. Thereupon I thought that he was quite clear about 
these points. | 
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Q At that time were you still active and did you have any exact 
knowledge of the actions of the Binsatsgruppen? 

A Wo, I did not have any exact kmowledge concerning their actions, 

I only knew that they were under the authority of the army groupse 

Q@ Did you officially have anything to do with the Einsatz:ruppen? 

h Noe 

Q During your interrogation, did the interrogating cfficer explain 3 
to you the activities of the Binsatzzgruppen? 

A The presiding officer, Captain Rapp, explained to me according to 
documents he had in front of him what the Eingatsgruppen had done, 

Q You do not hear very well? 

A I hear very badly. 

Q Did you find out for the first time that large numbers of the 
population end Jews were killed by these groups and were the numbers civen 
you by the interrogator? 

A Yes, I heard of this for the first time of November 30th. 

Q How did you come to the conslusion in one of the affidavits, which 
states that you believed that the purpose behind these einsatszruppens was 
to exterminate parts of the population and Jews? 

A Captain Kapp showed the documents concerning the oinsatecruppen 
and one was by Brigade Fuchrer 5S Stahlecker, Enclosed with these documents 
was also a wap of the entire area of the army group, north all the way up 


to Plaskov. In the same connection, there was a photo copy, which came 


fron the RSHA and on this map in a rather tasteless way was drawn a number 
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of coffins with the mumbers behind them and these mmbers were supposed to 
be the mumber of liquidated Jews in those tows. When we added these 
nuabers up they totalled up to 187,000, fhe second docwnent before me 
was the statement by the former General of the Police, Von den Bach, 
stating that he was a witness to an alleged speech by the Reichsfuehrer 


ne 


S Himaler at Wefelsberg and Himmler was supposed to have saide-and this 
i found out during this time-«that there were twenty five million too 
many Slavs. 

COLONSL NSAVE, I don't follow the line of your examination, 

Dre Felekwann, There should be only answers to your questions. 

Dite PRLCEMANN, I want to find out the basis for the impressions 
which the witnéss had on November 30th, He stated today that it was elear 
Ghat the goal was to destroy Jewish people and Slavs. I went to show that 
he was shown documents concerning the Einsatecruppen and that in his affie 
davit he wrongfully taked about the anti-partisan warfare. 

hh WITNESS: I want to say that during the interrogation, Captain 
Rapp continuously talked of the actions of the Binsategruppen as the antie 
partisan actions and as time went by I possibly used the same term, however, 
i should have said that this particular action of the anti~partican warfare 
{ considered to be the purpose of destroying Jews and Slavs. 

BY DR. PRICKMAUN, 

Q Do you know, for instance, if the report of Stahlecker concerned 
itself with the activities of the Hinsategruppen or with partisan werfare. 
A Stahlecker was the commandant of the Einsatsgruppen north and he 


must heave led the Binsatsgruppen north. He was not in any way suited for 
enti-epartisan warfare. 
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2 I want to ask you now, today, after hearing of these mistakes, 
would you still say what you said in your affidavit, that you believe 
the purpose of this anti-partisan warfare was the systematic extermination 
of Slavs and Jews? 

& I weuld make the difference between the actions of the security 
police detachments, with which I never concerned myself and the actions 
of the auti~partisan units, which fought a war with actions just like any 
other war, which is armed men against armed wen, I want to state that 
the words anti-partisan warfare in the document of November 30, 1945 was 
used wrong both by Captain Rapp and myself. 

COLONEL GLAV.~ Dre Pelokmam, is that your last question 

Die FPELCIMANNs YOSe 

COLUNEL NSAVEs Is there any cross-examination? 

ERe MORKECCOs, Noe 

Die PELCLUANL; If the prosecution has no question, I will not 
question the witness anymore, but if the prosecution does question the 
witness, thon I would like to ask a few more question. 

COLONEL NEAVEZ: Apparently the prosecution has no questions, so 
the witness is excused. 


We will ad-journ, 


(THE COMMISSION ADJOURNED AT 1700 HOURS.) 
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ENST ODE, a witness, took the 


) 
Ls 


Q “hat is you full name? 


A brnst 
Q .iaise your richt hand and 


I swear by God, the almighty 


Sac 
OCC @ 


and will withold and add nothing e 


(the witness repeated 


THE CC 


ask concerning this 


“TAT Dr Follossan 
‘9 4 oo oe a aX ai lig 


stand and testifier 


and Omniscient, that I will s; 


rn 


LUCK ANN: I have only the one copy for myself, 


repeat the following oath after me: 


9eak the 


witness's affidavit. Have you a copy of the affidav- 


IONER: + believe there should be a prosecution copy, 


Mi MO =CCO: I hav a copy sir. 


case arainst 


Oo 


Di, PELCKMANN: “hat is in the affidavit, of course, is also suprosec 


the General Ctaff or the SS? That is what I want to know 


- 


SIONER: Was this affidavit submitted by the Prosecution 


as fol.ows: 


pure trut 


' Yr t he 


“ECcO: that is a surprise to me, Sir, I thought it was submitted 


part of the incictmont arcinst the 95, as far as the prosecution is conc rned. 


THE CoM 


‘SSIONNT: “oes it say much about the S© or is it 


the General Staff? 


i .CCO 


that kind of warfare ° 


Dre *chcknann, will you wait one mimte While I read thro 


It deals with anti-partisan war. fare ond 


eoncrally 


lckmann hands the Commissioner an additional document. ) 
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THE CO’ ISSIONE?: “as this also submitted in the cases arainst the General 
staff, this affidavit No, 18? 

Di. PELCMANN: I belicve so, 

THE CO TSSIONER: Well, Dr. Pelckmann, you may cross-examine the witness on 
both of these affidavits in so far as they deseribe matters with which the 
Waffen=SS or the SS as a whole are charged, but you are quite clear that crosse 
examination must be limited to the subjcct matter of these two affidavits, No 17 
and Noe 18. in so far as they conccrn the SS, Frocecd, 

C.0SS=8X..“@7TNATION 
BY Dite PELCX ANN: 

Q “itness, tid you make the two affidavits, No. 562 and No. 563, of the 30t’ 
of November 19)57 

A. tes, I gave them to Captain Rappe 

Q Via you reccive information conccrning one of the points in cne of the 
affidavits on anti-partisan warfare through ycur position and your activity? 

i 1 concerned myself in this casese tho point asked me by Captain app cone 
cerned’ the so-called “insatz or Yombat Groups of the SIFO (Security Police) in 
the Haste 

() were you not also askcd concernin: anti-partisan warfare? 

A hore were no clean-cut special points concerning the partisan warfare, 
‘hat Ll cave was my impression accordine to the material which was placed bcfore 
me by Captain uapp cone_rning the activitics of the Sinsatz or Combat Groups and 
I makc this statement retroactive, 

Q Is it correct that the anti-partison warfare in 1941 and 192 concerned 
itsclf cssentially to the fichting of various .ussian units thet wore caught 
behint the Gernan lines? 

i Logs 
Is it correct that this fichting cot morc severe as the timc went by since 
the -ussians hac perfected a now method of fichtine in the meantime? 

i tesy According to reports we reccived, the -ussians were superior to us 


in this partisan warfare. 


Q “id the *o.ice Units carry the larger part of the burden of these combats 


i: TO 


in the operations area of the army? 
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A It is very hard to say this exactlye “he operations area in whith these 
Police Units were active from the front lines back to the castern borcur of the 
civil administrative occupied territories, They were under the comnand of the 
Commanders-in~Chief of the umy Croupse In other words they were taker out of 
the authority of the 2cichsfuchrer-SS, 

2 as the SS not in action, with the exception of a short usc of « cavalry 
brigade, in the fall of 191? 

A The SS was not used in the anti-partisan warfare and th. brigades that 

ad been proposed for usage there had to be sent to the front. That is with one 


exception, a cavalry brigade, either in the Fall of 191 or the “pring of 192. 
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Q Is there any clear distinction between the activity of the Hinsatz 
Groups of the SD and Security Folicc and of the Antietartisan actions? 

be Yes, there is a very clear distinction between Anti-Fartis: . 
actions and the actions of the Einsatz Groups cf the SD and the Secwity 
Police which cannot be regarded as antiepartisan warfarce 

Q When you receivec the orders concerning the Anti-fartisan warfare 
cid yu at any time feel or receive the impression when you reac thom, that 
this action had as its purpose the cxtormination of parts of the po pulstion? 

4a Not the partisan warfarce 

Q I asked you abcut the knowlecge you had at that time. 

A By that I muant the activitics of the Einsatz Groups or tne Securit 
Folicce 

Q Iam not asking you now in connection with the affid-vite Remember 
thate I am not relying on the affidavit at this timee I ask you, cid you 
at that time when you received theor-lers concerning the AntieFartisan acticns 
have the impression thatthe real purpose behind them was the extermination 
of parts of the population. Answer yes or noe 

& No ® 

Q Did you, before the Russian Campaign or afterwarcs, hear Himmnlcr 
or any cther person say thet the purpose of thepartisan actions was to 
reduce the Slavish population by 30 million? 

A Noe 

Q Did you notice during the interrogation by American officers, whic! 
resultcd inthe affidavits cf the 30th of November i945, that these interroga- 
ting officers cid not have a clear knowledge of the difference bet:;cen the 
action of the anti-partisan units anc the action and activities of the 
Kinsatz Groups? 

A I was of the impression that in the beginning these officcrs were 
not quite clear. When I was first interrogated by Captain Rapp I showed him 
a Sketch concerning the antiepartiesan units and showed himthe diffgrence 
between what we considered anti-partisan warfare and what he had considered 
as suche Thereupon I thought that he was quite clcar about these poi. tse 


Q 4t that time were you still active and cid you have any exe:t knoK- 


ledge of the actions of the Einsatzeru;, en? 


~ TO 
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A No, I dit not have any exact knowledge concerning their actionsé 
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I only knew that they were uncer the authority of the army groupse 

Q Did you officially have anything to do with the Einsatzgruppen? 

“a Noe 

a} During your interrogation, did the interrogating officer explain 
to you the activities of the Eins atzgrup en? 

A The presiding officer, Captain Rap,, explained to me according to 
documents he had in front of him what the Einsatzgruppen had donee 

Q You do not hear very well? 

a I hear very badly. 

Q Did you find out for the first time tht large numbers of the 
population and Jews were killed by these grcups and were the numbers fiven 
you by the interrogator? 

ie Yes, I heard of this for the first time on November 30th. 

Q How cid you come to the conclusion in one of the affidavits, which 
states that yu believed that the purpose behind these ecinsatzpruppen was 
to exterminate parts of the population and Jews? 

ia Captain Rap; showed the documents concerning the cinsatzgruppes 
amd one was by Brigade Fuchrer SS Stahleckcre Enclosed with these documents 
was also a map of the entire area of the army grcup, north all the way up 
to TFlaskove In the same connectic n, there was a photo copy, which came 
from the RSH and on this map in a rather tasteless way was drawn a number 
of coffins with the numbers behind them and these numbers were supposed to 
be the nuaber of liquidated Jews in those townse ‘.hen we added these numbers 
up they totalled up to 187,000. The second cocument before me was the 
statement by the former General of the Police, Von den Bach, stating that he 
was a witness to an alleged specch by the Reichsfuchrer SS Himmler at 
wefelsberg and Himmler was supposed to have said = and this I found out 
curing this time - that there were twenty five million too many Slavs. 

COLONEL NEAVE: I don't follow the line of your cross examination, 
Dre Pelckmann, or the answers to your qucstiocns,. 

DRe FELCKMANN: I want to find out the basis for the impre ssions 
which the witness had on November 30th. He Stated today that it was clear 


that the goal was to destroy the Jewish people and Slavs. I want to show th: 
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he was shown dccuments concerning the Einsetzgruppen ana thet in his affieg 
davit he wrongfully talked abcut the anti-partisan warfarce 
THE WITNESS: I want to say that during tls interrogezticn, Captal 
Rapp continuously talked of the actions of the Einsatzgruppen as the anti- 
artisan actions and as tire went by I possibly used the same tern, however , 
I should heve said thtthis particular acti n cof the anti=partisan warfare 
T considerefl to be the purpose of destroying Jews and SLAVSe 
BY DRe IELCKMANN: 
Q Do you know, for instance, if the report of Stahlecker co acerned 
itself with the activitics of the Einsatzgruppen or with partisan warfare? 
4a Stahlecker w.2s the cormandant of the Einsatzeruppen north and he 
must have lead the Einsatzgruppen northe He was not in any way evited for 
anti-partisan warfaree 
Q I want to ask you now, today, after hearing of these mistakes, 
would you still say what you said in your affidavit, that you be..ieve the 
rur,ose of this anti-partisan warfare was the systematic cxtormin ition of 
Slevs and Jews? 
ds IT would make the difference bctween the actions of the securi ty 
police detachments, with which I never concerned myself anc the actions of 
the anti~partisan units, which fought a war with actions just like any 
other war, which is armed men 2gainst armed mene I want to state that 
the words anti-partisan war fare inthe document of Novembcr 30, 19 5, was 
used wrong both by Captain Rapp and myself. 
COLONEL NEVE: Dre Folckmann, is that your last qucstivn? 
DR. iELCK:Y.NN: YcSe 
COLONEL NEVE: Is there any cross-examineticn? 
MRe MORRECCO: Noe 
DRe iELCKILANN: If the prosecution has n> question, I will not 
question the witness anymore, but if the prosecution does question the 
witness, then I would like to osk a fow more questions e 
COLONEL NEVE: A, arently the prosecution has ne question, so 
the witness is excusede 


We will adjourne 


(The Commission adjourned at 1700 hours) 
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